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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 October 2006 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1^8 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) _j is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1^8 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) |E The drawing(s) filed on 20 May 2004 is/are: a)D accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is in response to applicant's response to an Amendment, 
which is filed October 12, 2006. 

An amendment to the claims 1-8 have been entered and made of record in the 
Application of Ztang for a "Household digital automation control system" filed May 20, 
2004. 

Claims 1-8 are pending. 

Note: On the first action "Non final", Examiner missed examining claim 8. Therefore, 
this action is "Non final" again. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a) because they fail to show 
the 31 and 32 as described in the specification in a way that can be understood for 
examining. Any structural detail that is essential for a proper understanding of the 
disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). Corrected 
drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 (d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
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where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. 
Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application 
must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1.12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Referring to claim 1 , nowhere in the specification describe the limitation that "the 
controller is connected with both a fire line a load line with the both ends". As being 
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supported by paragraph 23, it is not understood the significant of the terms "fire line and 
load line". Further explanation is required. This limitation contains new subject matter. 

Referring to claim 1, nowhere in the specification describe the limitation "infrared- 
sensitive on/off switch". This limitation contains new subject matter. 

Referring to claim 1 , nowhere in the specification describe the limitation "relay for 
converting RF signals emitted from said infrared-sensitve on/off switch into differently 
coded RF signal". This limitation contains new subject matter. 

Regarding claims 2-8 are rejected because the claims are dependent upon claim 

1. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: "for an user to 
know" should be changed to " for a user to know". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sato 
(US# 6,636,157). 

Referring to claims 1-3, Sato discloses a digital household automation control 
system, a transmitter unit (RD) (i.e. remote commander) transmitting RF signals; 
a relay unit (10) (i.e. central controller) for receiving RF signals emitted from the 
transmitter unit (RD) (i.e. remote commander) and wherein the relay unit transmits the 
infrared signal to the electronic appliance (2,3,4,5,6,7 and 8) (i.e. home electronic 
appliances) based on the signal compared (col. 6 lines 22-30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US# 6,636,157) as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Van der Meulen (US# 

6,900,617). 
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Referring to claim 4, Sato discloses the system of claim 1 . However, Sato did 
not explicitly disclose wherein said input a computer. 

In the same field of endeavor of home appliance network system.Van der Meulen 
discloses the input is a computer (col. 1 lines 35-47). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that the input is a computer of Van der 
Meulen is desirable in the home electronic appliance system of Sato because Sato 
teaches the remote control (RD) controlling difference appliances through the central 
controller (10) (col. 6 lines 22-40) and Van der Meulen teaches the central control 
station can be a home computer in order for the user to preprogram light or appliances 
are on or off at different times (col. 1 lines 35-47). 

Referring to claim 5, Sato in view of Van der Meulen disclose the system of claim 
4, Sato teaches the remote control (RD) controlling difference appliances through the 
central controller (10) (col. 6 lines 22-40) and Van der Meulen teaches the central 
control station can be a home computer (col. 1 lines 35-47). Therefore, it is 
conventional in the art that Sato in view of Van der Meulen disclose wherein said 
computer is linked into a network adapter for controlling said relay unit via the network. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US# 6,636,157) as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Moutaux et al. (US# 

6,906,635). 
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Referring to claim 6, Sato in view of Hayes et al. disclose the system of claim 1 . 
However, Sato did not explicitly disclose wherein said input is a mobile communication 
unit, for controlling the relay unit. 

In the same field of endeavor of electronic appliance system, Moutaux et al. 
teach the input is a mobile communication unit (col. 1 line 60 to col. 2 line 3). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that the input is a mobile communication 
unit of Moutaux et al. is desirable in the home electronic appliance system of Sato 
because Sato teaches the remote control (RD) controlling difference appliances through 
the central controller (10) (col. 6 lines 22-40) and Moutaux et al. teach the remote 
control unit (6) is a mobile telephone for controlling different home electronic appliances 
(col. 6 line 65 to col. 7 line 6). 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US# 6,636,157) as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Watanabe et al. (US# 

6,583,723). 

Referring to claim 7, Sato in view of Hayes et al. disclose the system of claim 1 . 
However, Sato did not explicitly disclose wherein said input detecting actuator, 
comprising: a detecting unit initiated by a triggering signal resulting from environmental 
changes; a central processing unit for processing said triggering signal from detecting 
unit; and a transmitting unit for emitting the signals emitted from said central processing 
unit and thereby controlling said relay device. 
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In the same field of endeavor of home electronic appliance system, Watanabe et 
al. disclose disclose wherein said input detecting actuator, comprising: a detecting unit 
initiated by a triggering signal resulting from environmental changes; a central 
processing unit for processing said triggering signal from detecting unit; and a 
transmitting unit for emitting the signals emitted from said central processing unit and 
thereby controlling said relay device (col. 1 lines 6-25 and col. 13 lines 42-50). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that the environment chances sensor of 
Watanabe et al. is desirable in the home appliance system of Sato because both Sato 
and Watanabe et al. disclose for controlling home electronic appliances and Watanabe 
et al. teach the sensor 41 for sensing the environmental chance in order to carry out a 
desire command. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US# 6,636,157) as applied to claim 1 , and further in view of Meyer (US# 6,882,334). 

Referring to claim 8, Sato discloses the system of claim 1 . However, Sato did 
not explicitly disclose wherein said input is attached with an RF receiving unit, and said 
controller is built with an RF signal transmitting unit said controller sending a feedback 
message to said RF receiving unit of said input after adjusting or making an on-off 
under the control of said RF signal for a user to know the working status of said 
controller. 
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In the same field of endeavor of electronic system, Meyer teaches wherein said 
input is attached with an RF receiving unit, and said controller is built with an RF signal 
transmitting unit said controller (16) (i.e. computer) sending a feedback message to said 
RF receiving unit of said input (40) after adjusting or making an on-off under the control 
of said RF signal for a user to know the working status of said controller (col. 3 lines 47- 
67 and col. 2 lines 57-67). 

One ordinary skill in the art understands that the computer (16) transmits a 
response back to the wireless keyboard (40) confirming the reception and content of the 
information of Meyer is desirable in the electronic communication system of Sato 
because Sato and Meyer both teach the communication of two electronic devices and 
Meyer further teach the receiver device provides a feedback to the transmitter device 
once is received the signal. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications form the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Au whose telephone number is (571) 272-3063. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached at (571) 272-2981 . The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571)-272- 
1817. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3050. 
Scott Au 





